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anchorites into guilt ; tempts the baptized into mortal feud ;
summons the unbaptized to war ; brings nations together
from the ends of the earth. And so, with different but
analogous effects, the very perfection of courage, beauty,
strength, speed, skill of eye, of voice, and all personal accom-
plishments, are embodied in the son of Peleus. He has the
same supremacy in modes of courtesy, and doubtless, accord-
ing to the poet's conception, in virtue. In fact, the astonish-
ing blunder which Horace made in deciphering this Homeric
portrait gives the best memorandum for recalling the real
points of his most self-commanding character :

"Impiger, iracundus, mexorabilis, acer,
Jura negat sibi nata, nihil non arrogat armis."

Was that man "iracundus" who, in the very opening of
the " Iliad," makes his anger, under the most brutal insult,
bend to the public welfare 2 When two people quarrel, it
is too commonly the unfair award of careless bystanders
that " one is as bad as the other" ; whilst generally it
happens that one of the parties is but the respondent in a
quarrel originated by the other. I never witnessed a
quarrel in my life where the fault was equally divided be-
tween the parties. Homer says of the two chiefs, Stacrr^T^v
epio-cLvre, they stood aloof in feud ; but what was the nature
of the feud ? Agamemnon had inflicted upon Achilles,
himself a king, and the most brilliant chieftain of the
confederate army, the very foulest outrage (matter and
manner) that can be imagined. Because his own brutality
to a priest of Apollo had caused a pestilence, and he finds
that he must resign this priest's daughter, he declares that
he will indemnify himself by seizing a female captive from
the tents of Achilles. Why of Achilles more than of any
other man ? Colour of right, or any relation between his
loss and his redress, this brutal Agamemnon does not offer
by pretence. But he actually executes his threat. Nor
does he ever atone for it; since his returning Briseis, without
disavowing his" right to have seized her, is wide of the whole
point at issue. Now, under what show of common sense
can that man be called iracundus who calmly submits to
such an indignity as this ? Or is that man inexorabilis who
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